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PRESENT TREND THEOLOGY REPRESENTED 
THE ALBRIGHT INFLUENCE 


Leon Wood 
Grand Rapids Baptist Seminary 


contemporary Old Testament scholarship, one the more 
significant headed William Foxwell Albright Johns Hopkins 
University. This survey attempt give brief compass sketch 
the Albright position relates particularly Old Testament history 
and point out some its contrasts with the older Wellhausen type 
view. The writer 1949 wrote his Thesis this subject, en- 
titled, Monotheism Connection with Albright’s Position and 
That Traditional the Wellhausen School,’’ and intends this survey 
use that material freely, even the extent direct quotation several 
places. 


well first give indication that there what may called Al- 
bright school thought coming into existence today. Dr. Frank Cross, 
former student under Albright and one whom Albright has indicated per- 
sonal correspondence with the author qualified speak for the position, 
writes, ‘‘there Albright school coming into being today: school far 
wider than Biblical studies, and one fully expect dominant 
another Further Cross states, ‘‘The extent the influence 
Albright’s impact upon Wellhausenism cannot yet measured. the 
field Catholic scholarship, and some degree England, and particu- 
larly the Continent, Albright has already become dominant 
the wider area scholarship more appreciated outside 


The reason for the wide acceptance which this recent view receiving 
lies the character its principal source information: that source 
being archaeological discoveries Bible lands. The reason why this 
source, which course has been principal fountain point alsofor Well— 
hausenism for some time, has led Albright his contrasting position to- 
day that, himself tells us, archaeological research goes 
back over century Palestine and Syria, only since 1920 that our 
material has become sufficiently extensive and clearly enough interpreted 
really decisive And also, further points out, this 
material and these interpretations have not been keeping with the older 
Wellhausen presentations many points. And the reason why Albright 
today the leader this school thought, rather than someone else, is, 
the words Cross, his dominating leadership the fields 
Palestinian archaeology, Near Eastern history, comparative religion, and 
comparative Semitic further writes this connection, 
“No scholar America has been able rise suitable dispu- 
tant,’’ 


Before touching afew main features this new necessary 
indicate something the philosophic and theological viewpoint 


from personal letter received author, Jan. 1949. 
and the Religion Israel, 37. 
cit. 


Articles reprinted from 1952 Annual Volume, copies longer available. 


from which takes its roots. Not only knowledge this 
necessary for the understanding the position, but this viewpoint itself 
provides another aspect the trend which bids likewise marked 
significance. Here there appearing union between two branches 
theological pursuit, both which are making important play contem- 
porary thought. The one is, course, that with which this paper deals, 
namely the Albright view the field Old Testament studies, and the 
other that neo-orthodoxy the field Systematics. That union 
being made that the Albright school seems finding congenial 
theological atmosphere neo-orthodoxy which work pursues 
its endeavors the field Old Testament history. Albright himself 
adherent the neo-orthodox type view. says himself that 
Christian theist between neo-orthodox and neo-Thomists, 
with important differences from both, Again writes, have much 
sympathy for the Neo-orthodox Cross says him, 
theological position falls somewhere between Neo-Thomism and Neo- 


Now the question rises what extent this theological position has made 
influence upon the historical studies the man. Has been led thereby 
his work recognition supernaturalism history, which 
thing would highly regarded conservative students, but would the 
same time throw him open the charge traditional critics that was 
merely acting another conservative apologist? The answer that 
intends not influenced. Cross writes connection with the matter, 
must most urgently emphasized...that Albright historian most 
akin the positivists methodology though admittedly with theistic as- 
sumptions forming background. Albright himself gives us, the 
extent that the writer (himself) deals with historical problems,he employs 
the same analytic and synthetical methods which have proved successful 
elsewhere reconstructing the historic past...these methods are logically 
identical with the scientific methodology the natural and social 
The reason why can proceed naturalist his histori- 
graphical work, while the same time being supernaturalist his 
course due the type supernaturalism which holds; 
type which confines the understandable theological influence the realm 
leaving time explored solely through naturalistic 
lenses there were supernatural, since there should could 
not understand anhow. The very term self-classification which Al- 
bright uses naming his own view brings out the same fact; “rational 
which name Cross explains ‘rational’ 
applies his rigorous scientific methodology; the ‘conservative’ applying 
his theological position and his appreciation Biblical records 
sources 


come now look briefly the view itself, and limit ourselves four 
major aspects it. shall treat the view first its position 
regarding the ‘‘documentary secondly, the historicity 
the patriarchal period; thirdly, the question monotheism Israel; 
and, fourthly, the writing Deuteronomy. 


Taking the first these, now, may stated very quickly that Albright 
does hold the existence documents the Old Testament, and, what 


6From the Stone Age Christianity, vii. 
from personal letter received the author, Jan. 1949. 
cit. 

cit., vii. 


them much the same dates the Wellhausen school. For 
instance, writing concerning the date the so-called and documents, 
says, ‘‘So come again the accepted date between 925 and 750 B.C. 
for the original content both and appears, then, that this 
score quite line with the older thinking the Wellhausen group. 
However, should least mentioned here passing that differs 
markedly from them the type argumentation which led 
accept this view. Something this difference will appear when deal 
later with the question the writing Deuteronomy. 


Coming now the second our topics, the view pertains patri- 
archal history, give first statement regarding the pre-patriarchal 
time. This take from the Thesis mentioned the first part this 
paper, where read, ‘‘So far the stories found the first eleven 
chapters Genesis are concerned, find little change with Albright from 
the former group. For whenever speaks these stories, which again 
not often, too speaks them myth. For instance, classes the 
creation story being among the ‘creation which were held 
among primitive tribes botn 


Regarding the patriarchal time proper, continue quote directly from 
the Thesis: find appreciable change, however, with Albright over 
the representatives the former view (Wellhausen) when come 
treat the patriarchal age. Albright himself tells this clear language 
follows statement regarding Wellhausen with the following words: 
‘Practically all the Old Testament scholars standing Europe and 
America held these (Wellhausen) similar views until very recently. 
Now, however, the situation changing with the greatest rapidity, since 
the theory Wellhausen will not bear the test archaeological examina- 
And this change that Albright believes the stories here 
concerned are far more historical than these formercritics have admitted 
says, ‘the saga the Patriarchs essentially And 
again writes, ‘So many corroborations details have been discovered 
years that most competent scholars have given the 
theory according which the stories the Patriarchs are mostly retro- 
jections from the time the Dual Monarchy (9th-8th centuries B.C.)... 
The figures Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, and Joseph appear before 
real personalities, each one whom shows traits and qualities which suit 
his character but would not harmonize with the characters 


come now the third our topics, that regarding the existence 
monotheism Israel. First observe that Albright agreement 
with the Wellhausen type thought believing that monotheism did have 
beginning with Israel over against the conservative view that mono- 
theism was never the fruit development. However, differs consider- 
ably from them the time this beginning. Whereas the older view 
has continued maintain the non-existence monotheism until least 
the days Amos, Albright places even early Moses. Since 
does, may limit our treatment his view rise the 
Mosaic time. Again quotation made this connection from the Thesis: 


12From the Stone Age Christianity, 190; cf. his Arch. Pal. 
the Bible, pp. 146-162, for detailed accounting. 
the Stone Age Christianity, 128. 
145. 
Age Christianity, 183. 
esis, pp. 23, 24. 


does have say regarding the Mosaic conception Yah- 
coming upon our answer, find contrast, indeed, 
with the former (Wellhausen) position. For not polytheism, which 
assigns the leader Israel, neither henotheism, which the 
most moderate critics hitherto have made out, but real monotheism 
His own words this score are follows: ‘If the term ‘monotheism’ 
means one who teaches the existence only one God, the creator every- 
thing, the source justice, who equally powerful Egypt, the 
desert, and Palestine, who has sexuality and mythology, who 
human form but cannot seen human eye and cannot 
any form then the founder Yahwism was certainly 
And another connection speaks similarly: ‘Mosaism living tradi- 
tion, integrated organismic pattern, which did not change fundamen- 
tals from the time Moses until the time Christ; Moses was much 
monotheism was Hillel, though his point view may have been very 
different 


Another statement that bears the point universality which 
the critics have long contended arose with Amos, will further value 
this connection: ‘Still another equally original characteristic Yahweh 
that not restricted any special abode. the Lord all 
cosmic forces, controlling sun,moon, and storm but not identified with any 
them, His normal dwelling place heaven, from which may come 
down, whether lofty mountain like Sinai, shrine like the Taber- 
nacle, any spot which may 


Finally come his view regarding the writing Deuteronomy. Once 
again find him differing markedly from the Wellhausen presentation. 
quote further from the Thesis: should noted that Albright’s idea 
for the writing very different from that Pfeiffer. 
Albright speaks the writing not being ‘pious the former 
view has long done, but genuine return the spirit, and even the wri- 
tings some extent, Moses. His own words are: ‘In the light these 
extra-Palestinian parallels the Deuteronomic movement the hte 
seventh century appears somewhatdifferently from the interpretation given 
the school Wellhausen. Instead being progressive reform 
based advance beyond previous levels religion and cult, was 
conscious effort recapture both the letter and the spirit Mosaism 
which, the Deuteronomists been neglected forgotten the 
Israelites the Monarchy. The theory Wette and his successors 
that Deuteronomy ‘pious fraud’ contrary ancient Oriental practice; 
the materials contained the book were really believed 
Moses and probably reflect, general,a true Mosaic 
major difference between Albright and the other type view 
concerns the matter unification sanctuary, already spoken 
earlier cannection. Albright des not believe that this unification idea was brought 
forward for the first time the day Josiah, but rather thinks was 
emphasized,as Deuteronomy the ninth century already. writes: 
“in our judgment, (Deuteronomy) was written down unit, the ninth 
century B.C., and was edited the reign Josiah later. .It was prob- 
able that Shechem followed Shiloh the cult-cénter the Joseph tribes, 
and that the famous passage concerning the unification cult one 
compared with 11:30) was originally intended uphold the posi- 


207; cf. pp. 196-207 for his argumentation this end. 
309. 
199. 
22Thesis, pp. 34, 35. 
cit., pp. 244; cf. 240-246 for full account. 


tion Shechem (following Shiloh). The passage certainly too vague 
represent original composition the time Josiah, for the purpose 
ensuring Jerusalem unique position And, further, 
commenting upon the fact that this position takes away great deal from 
the Wellhausen position, says, admit the necessity some cen- 
tral shrine the beginning Israelite history, have already torn the 
foundation from under the Wellhausen theory. There then further 
difficulty the way our ninth century date for the bulk Deuteronomy, 
including the nucleus, least, chapter XII.’ 


way summary now, may observed from the foregoing that there 
unquestionably definite line cleavage between the Albright presen- 
tation and that the older Wellhausen group many respects. True, 
respect the seems differ little from them, 
except that the type argumentation which led varies from 
theirs. However, when look the other three aspects treated there 
appear marked changes. him the Patriarchs are real personalities, 
doing the things and living the places, least large part, indi- 
cated Scripture. How different this from the talk myth and folk- 
lore the Wellhausen followers: Then put monotheism back with 
Moses something quite opposition indeed the older view, which has 
continued maintain the day Amos being the earliest possible time 
assign such development. Lastly, say that Deuteronomy not 
any sense but rather true return the spirit and even 
measurable extent the letter Moses himself again revolutionary 
insertion into the stream higher criticism. 


course let not hastily conclude that Albright to. classed among 
the ranks the conservatives. does not desire any such thing, and 
surely must not make the mistake attributing him. fact, Dr. 
Cross says very plainly Albright that many respects Well- 
servative, which fact also appears from the foregoing discussion. With 
this being said, still remains that the Albright view even 
classified merely new Wellhausenism, which thing may may not 
accurate, still these striking changes from the older view surely point 
new day higher criticism. trend that bids become contin- 
ually growing importance our contemporary day passes before us. 


24archaeology Palestine and the Bible, 155, 156. 

pp. 146-162 for full treatment this question. 
pp. 73-75. 


THERE CHRISTIAN PHILOSOPHY 


Warren Young 
Northern Baptist Theological Seminary 


See that one makes prey you 
philosophy and empty deceit, according 
human tradition, according the elemental 
spirits the universe, and not according 
Christ. Paul 


Introduction 


Our attention this paper will centered the world view which roots 
itself the assumption that truth, the final and complete sense, can 
only attained special revelation from God granted. the con- 
viction the Christian realistic philosophy that human experience 
whole can understood only the existence God who has disclosed 
Himself admitted. Our concern, then, with the philosophy, not 
according human tradition, but according Christ. 


Before proceeding necessary point out that there are those 
who reject the suggestion that there Christian realistic philosophy. 
Opposition comes from least two sources. First, there are some who 
view religion any type superstitionwhich had its beginnings magic, 
myths, and legends ages long past. Religion regarded 
turalized, least rationalized, the light modern scientific and 
philosophical theory. While there are some, particularly those the 
dealistic tradition who give religion place value and importance 
human experience, yet, here also the revelational aspect essential 
Christian realism either completely overlooked openly rejected. All 
religions must tested empirical categories varying with the interest 
the investigator before their teachings are accepted even ten- 
tatively true. Such empirical investigation leaves place all for the 
authority revelation adhered Christian thinkers. 


Secondly, there are those who live and move within the framework the 
revelational approach truth who would deny the Christian world view 
the name Christianity not philosophy, but rather, way 
life based, not human reason and speculation, but faith the su- 
pernatural. Philosophy rationalistic; Christianity nonrationalistic. 
Philosophy man-made, speculative; Christianity God-given, dogmatic. 
Hence, Christianity must not contaminated with the foul epithet, phil- 
osophy. 


empirical and rationalistic systems exclusively, then Christianity not 
philosophy. The Christian realistic faith founded, not human spec- 
ulation, but divine disclosure. the other hand, 
understood mean world view way life, has been used 
throughout this work, and most generally understood today, then 
Christianity philosophy. philosophy is, Matthew Arnold suggest- 
ed, the attempt see life steadily and see whole, others have 
give coherent account all experience, then cer- 
tainly there Christian philosophy. The basic question human ex- 
perience not philosophy versus philosophy, but good philosophy ver- 
sus bad philosophy. Everyone has philosophy life, world view, 


matter what form may happen take. Our problem not get rid 
philosophy, but find the right philoscphy, and, having found it, present 
others with conviction that grows out the knowledge that one has 
found the truth. 


the Christian realistic contention that only the revelational postu- 
late granted possible construct fully integrated philosophy. 
the same time must pointed out that idealists and naturalists make 
certain claims for their respective systems and are endeavoring dem- 
onstrate their claims others,also. Let clearly understood that our 
present task not one attempting demonstrate that Christian real- 
ism more coherent world view than that which other thinkers may 
have offer. Our purpose rather state concisely possible what 
the Christian realistic philosophy is. Converts from one world view 
another are seldom made that one’s own particular phil- 
osophy more coherent than all others.* There world view which 
coherent per se. Each philosopher sees his own view coherent be- 
cause accords with the assumptions which believes most sig- 
nificant. did not believe this, would living incoherent 
world--a world which one can live for very long. What are at- 
tempting say that coherence itself always relative. always de- 
pends upon system assumptions which are adhered faith con- 
viction rather than rational demonstration. Christian realism the 
most coherent world view, believe, the assumption special revela- 
tion granted; not the most coherent philosophy the fact special 
revelation denied, the case empirically rooted views such 
idealism Our task, then, not argue that Christian 
realism the most coherent view per se, and that therefore thinkers who 
are perfectly rational ought logically accept it, but present the claims 
this world view generally held Christian realists themselves. 


Revelation 


have tried point out that Christian realistic philosophy begins with 
the conviction postulate special revelation--that not only does God 
exist but that know His existence because has made Himself 
known us. The heart revelation found Christ, the Word 
Who became flesh, while the record God's disclosure found 
the written Word--the Hebrew-Christian Scriptures. this postulate 
rejected, there basis for speaking Christian philosophy. hu- 
man experience itself the standard all attainable truth, then one’s 
choice world views would limited some type idealism orna- 
turalism. the other hand, God has spoken unique manner, there 
certainly place for another type world view. world view 
seeks understand all experience, and integrate all the facts exist- 
ence, the light of, and relation to, the Word which God has spoken 
man, 


Christian philosophy begins, then, with the assertion positive, super- 
natural, and authoritative This message never thought 
human achievement but always divine gift. Word which 
comes man from order beyond the world natural experience. Itis 
Word directed toward the whole man, his emotions, his intellect, his 
will, not any one aspect personality. More will said this point 
little later. 


This world view does not claim that all areas truth are fully and com- 
pletely dealt with the Word which God has given. There are areas 
knowledge which have been left for man investigate and develop 
himself, but this world view does claim that all areas human experience 


are understood rightly only the light the Word God. other 
words, Christian philosophy, taken whole, that system thought 
(or world view) which results from man thinking under the influence the 
Spirit which God has given, which recognizes authoritative the Word 
has spoken, and which finds its very heart, Christ, the Word who be- 
came flesh. 


objection raised this point beginning, can only pointed out 
that all philosophical systems begin with postulates some kind, that 
there evident reason for rejecting the hypothesis that world view 
may built supernatural postulate. Such view insists that human 
experience cannot known fully and completely from the inside, 
human means alone. Rather, can only understood the light 
what the Creator has say Word. Rational and empirical philoso- 
phies assume that complete and sufficient world view can constructed 
human speculation alone, while Christian realistic philosophy insists 
that over-all view can constructed only the light the plan and 
purpose the Creator His Word. While all truth 
God's truth, its true significance evident only the light special 
revelation, 


Lest misunderstanding arise, further word perhaps needs said 
concerning science and philosophy generalsense. The Christian real- 
istic thinker does not reject deny the great constructive work the 
various sciences. True philosophy must recognize and accept without 
question all scientific truth. shall ever debt the faithful work 
the great scientists, many whom live and move within the Christian 
framework, for their contribution human knowledge, and the better- 
ment mankind. All truth truth and the scientists have been 
instrumental making much that truth known. However, this does not 
mean that the Christian realist, any other thinker, has accept all the 
claims the various sciences truth. Indeed, the true scientist 
mong the last claim finality for many his suggestions. Furthermore, 
the rapidity with which scientific theory has been changing recent years 
should cause one extremely cautious before accepting final many 
claims scientific truth. Nevertheless, there great body scientif- 
knowledge, which, not absolute all respects, tentatively correct, 
well being very useful and convenient everyday experience. While 
scientist may not able measure many God's laws exactly, can 
measure them with enough exactness provide many things prize 
highly. 


Philosophers both the past and present have doubt been able make 
many discoveries which may referred true. The Christian real- 
ist does not mean deny this fact either, but does insist that the true 
meaning and purpose scientific and philosophical discovery can only 
seen relation the Truth which God has spoken concerning na- 
ture and his eternal destiny. 


The Christian realist has very definite reason for his insistence the 
primacy revelation the attainment truth. This found its 
teaching that man's natural reason subject certain limitations. Man 
today not man once was,nor man may become, Man 
his natural state fallen, sinful. living state rebellion 
against his Creator that unable receive understand na- 
tural means the Word which His Creator has spoken. Because his al- 
ienation from his Creator, man has true conception the meaning and 
purpose his existence. value say, Dr. Carnell does, 
that Bible defends the primacy reason the faculty through which 
all options must since the natural man position under- 


stand what the Biblical Man not self-sufficient, according 
the Christian realistic philosophy, that use present him with 
options were. Revelation, true, was given man for his ed- 
ification, but the authority this revelation made known supernatural- 
ly, not naturally. God the Person the Spirit who changes the 
Christian view from dead option into living reality. Themessage which 
flows forth from the patriarchs, from the prophets, and finally from Jesus 
Christ the ultimate ground, content, and standard truth, but, the 
last analysis, this message self-authenticating. The assumption rev- 
elation always means something beyond the validating domain natural 
categories, prove revelation would prove that there revela- 
tion. experience revelation the supernatural quite another mat- 
ter, and experience direct our attention. 


Experience 


Every world view is, very real sense, experiential. One can never 
know anything about anything which does not enter into his conscious 
life. The Christian world view begins with vital experience. 
experience which matter deepest conviction, never something ar- 
bitrary which one considers abstract fashion. The Christian way 
life begins with the firm belief the reality and truth the Christian 
revelation .Moreover, this experience carries with the conviction that 
not grounded the natural order, but that God Himself work- 
ing through His Spirit. While the validity this experience has been 
questioned philosophers who live and move outside the Christian frame- 
work, the Christian realist believes that the actual inner working the 
Spirit present, and that basic the Christian way life. Mr. 
Casserley has said rightly that Christian must necessarily believe, 
and with passion, that his acknowledgment the revelation God 
Christ infinitely the most profound his experiences, one which must 
touch his philosophy vitally and imperiously touches all the other 
strands his complex the aim philosophy give 
coherent account experience whole, quite abvious that the 
Christian must take into account his experience God Christ. 
leave out would most incoherent from his point 
The place reason intellect the Christian philosophy becomes one, 
part certainly, setting forth the evidence for the validity the basic 
experience; this matter will taken more detail shortly. this 
point may insist, least, that the reality the initial experience 
God Christ through His illuminating Spirit the foundation stone the 
Christian world view. the Christian conviction that the great themes 
life, existence, the eternal destiny man, can properly con- 
sidered only when the essential Christian postulate granted. Gos- 
says Mr. Casserley, that knowledge ultimate truth 
which men have sought through philosophy vain, inevitably vain, be- 
cause essential the very nature God that discovered 
the searching and probing human minds, that can only known 
first takes the initiative and reveals 


From the Christian perspective the crisis our day seen the out- 
growth anti-christian philosophies. science and philosophy are 
brought more and more the service atheistic and materialistic phil- 
osophies, our modern culture moves closer and closer annihilation. 
There much truth the statement, attributed Albert Einstein, who, 
when asked about possible weapons for third world war, replied that 
know the answer that question; but, added, was much more 
certain the weapons used fourth world war, bows and 
arrows. From our perspective, return the Christian realistic philos- 
ophy seems absolutely essential for the survival our present culture. 


Faith and Reason 


The mostperplexing problem the Christian realistic philosophy is, with- 
out doubt, the proper understanding the relation faith and reason. 
Probably most will agree that after two millenniums debate the 
great minds ages past final, satisfactory solution has not been 
achieved. means our intention suggest that success has now 
been reached. Such presumption has place true Christianity. 
would proceed over rather familiar ground and simply remind ourselves 


once more the general approach the problem within the New Testa- 
ment itself. 


The problem faith-reason fairly evident. tend too much faith 
and exclude the rational faculty, are always danger religious fa- 
naticism. stress too much the rational faculty the exclusion 
faith, veer the direction rationalism. The problem for the Chris- 
tian steer fair course between Scylla and Charybdis, lest find 
himself either worshipping the shrine fanaticism bowing low be- 
fore the goddess reason. Let look each these alternatives 
turn before coming what seems the Biblical way bringing them 
together. 


Reason the Exclusion Faith tending Rationalism. The problem 
stated this fashion because this way that generally con- 
ceived. There seems misunderstanding this point. actual 
practice reason can never divorced from faith, Immanuel Kant the 
contrary notwithstanding. practice, the man science man faith 
just much the man religion. Scientists have faith their own 
ability arrive cognitive judgments, they have faith those with whom 
they work, they have faith the truth the discoveries the past, and 


they have faith the orderliness the world with which they work, and 
on. 


ought also observed that reason and rationalism are not identical 
terms any means. reason meant intellectual part 
function personality, which may used for countless purposes. 
rationalism (in religion) meant the doctrine that human reason, unaided 

divine revelation, the adequate and sole guide all attainable re- 
ligious truth(Am. Col. Dict.). Rationalism not the result reason pro- 
ceeding without faith, but rather, reason proceeding without the acceptance 
the category special revelation. Rationalism not the result the 
rejection faith all, but the rejection the possibility divine 
disclosure. simply the assertion that the intellectual ability man 
himself competent arrive all conclusions and solve all problems 
which may relate human existence. follows that rationalism sub- 
jective, for the individual the authority, and there are about many 
rationalistic systems there are rationalists themselves. 


The case the rationalist against revelation can hardly called fair 
one. does not endeavor make fair examination the claims 
revelation all, but begins setting categories which would preclude 
its possibility. Furthermore, ignores completely the experience 
those who have experienced the reality which his own experience denies. 
His argument far more emotional than rational, although the rationalist 
would hardly expected admit 


Faith the Exclusion Reason tending Fanaticism. Deep indeed 


are the pitfalls into which the religious man may fall neglects the 
function the rational faculty. seems, from study history, that 


excesses have been mainly this direction. Two general empha- 
ses may observed, although the difference between them matter 
degree, not kind. 


There is, first all, fanaticism itself. The various forms which as- 
sumes our contemporary religious world are too well known warrant 
detailed attention this moment. 


The more subtle form found the nonrationalism prevalent 
contemporary theology. presents faith escape from psychological 
tension, drowning man going down for the third time grasping after 
straw, which not all the Biblical picture the faith category. 
small wonder that contemporary theologian remarked that first 
century Christian were delve into some the contemporary works 
Biblical theology, so-called, would not recognize this modern 
chological conception faith all. The quiet trust the New Testament 
has been replaced the tension concept our age. While claimed 
that God actually speaks the faith-experience, the rejection any ob- 
jective revelation, and the denial any possible external verification 
the experience, leaves this world view the position inescapable 
subjectivism. rational faculty can offer aid the matter 
religious experience. would seem that the proponents this type 
Christian philosophy are saved from the extremes fanaticism only the 
vestigial remnants, consciously the rationalism against 
which revolt. this respect might better labeled anti- 
rational world view rather than revival the Biblical world view 
ardently claimed. 


Faith-and-Reason. our conviction that the New Testament faith 
and reason are not separated but always related proper order. The em- 
phasis the primacy the faith-experience, but never the exclu- 
sion the rational faculty. Some well-known references will make this 
point quite clear. Peter states the case quite simply when says, ‘‘al- 
ways prepared make defence any one who calls you account 
for the hope that Peter 3:15). John reminds that 
must not every spirit, but test the spirits see whether they are 
God; for many false prophets have gone out into the John 
4:1). Paul likewise gives the same advice when tells 
everything; hold fast what good Thess. Many other ref- 
erences might cited. 


The Biblical pattern for the defence the faith well illustrated the 
book Acts. The apostles preached message which arose out their 
personal experience with Christ. Invariably the question arose, What ev- 
idence have you show that your so-called experience more than fa- 
naticism? each case they pointed the fact the living Lord. The 
resurrection was presented the supreme evidence for the hope that was 
within them. are not saying that men were saved because they were 
confronted with the resurrection, but that after they had come into new 
relationship with God Christ, the resurrection was presented unan- 
swerable evidence for the validity their experience. Paul's great state- 
ment the significance the resurrection Christ for the Christian 
world view must not forgotten this connection Cor. 15). 


incident from the life our Savior may also mentioned here 
case point. will remembered that John the Baptist, while pris- 
oner, heard about the works Jesus (Matt. 11:2-6). spite all that 
had heard seemed have doubts whether Jesus was really the 
Messiah, sent disciples ask Him personally. Now, according 
the teaching some our contemporary theologians, the evidence 


such doubt was little short mortal sin. Yet, Jesus did not chide 
for his ynfaithfulness. Instead pointed the evidence, the mighty 
deeds healing which were clearly visible may assured 
that John the Baptist was confirmed his faith the evidence presented 


The Conversion Experience 


turn last that experience which first importance--the initial 
experience man with the Spirit God. While many Christians would 
agree that faith and reason are not divorced the life the Chris- 
tian, they would definitely have doubts about the initial experience. Surely 
here place where the intellectual faculty plays part.8 Because hu- 
man reason, apart from the work the Spirit, unable bring man into 
proper relation with God, may not inferred that reason plays 
part the act all? The soundness such line argument may 
questioned. Because some professing Christians fail provide proper 
place for the work the Spirit, attributing everything man's intellect, 
this hardly sound ground for swinging all the way the other extreme 
and for insisting that reason plays part all. 


examination the New Testament will show, believe, that the chal- 
lenge the gospel always the whole personality, not one aspect 
it. Consider, for example, the man. The term used mean 
not just the emotional side life, but the rational and volitional well, 
other words, the whole personality. There always some knowledge 
content present true religious judgment just there scientific 
judgment. Man cannot put his trust, any real sense, object about 
which knows nothing. Warfield writes that ‘‘it not necessary 
for his act faith that all the grounds this conviction should drawn 
into full consciousness and given the explicit assent his understanding, 
though his faith that sufficient ground for his conviction 
actively present and working his Faith always has some 
knowledge content. 


Psychologically speaking, this exactly should be. All three major 
aspects personality are involved every decision. Personality itself 
not divided into separate compartments, same the older psycho- 
logies suggested, but one indissoluble unit within which may found 
certain aspects emphases. The self acts thirsting desiring but 
does not insist that all desires attained. Man lives beyond the animal 
level desire because there are other aspects his personality. hu- 
man personality, the rational intellectual faculty goes work evalu- 
ating the desires. Finally the self found willing acting choosing 
the light its rationalized desires. Thus feeling, intellect, and will are 
all involved and all work together every experience life. True action 
comes only after the alternatives life have been weighed some man- 
ner. believe that the whole personality involved reaching the de- 
cision embrace the Christian world view just truly involved 
the other decisions life. Augustine has well said that not all who be- 
lieve reason, but who reasons believes, for believes reasoning 
and reasons believing. The Christian realistic philosophy builds upon 
the proper relating believing and reasoning, faith and intellect. 


Notes 


Our approach the subject Christian philosophy differs somewhat from 
that certain other Christian thinkers. object what may called 
the approach from natural theology. example this approach may 
found Keyser, The Philosophy Christianity (Burlington, 
The Lutheran Literary Board, where says, ‘‘Moreover, are 
not merely assuming out hand, the priori fashion, personal God 
the First Cause. For having previously studied the cosmos, having re- 
garded whole and many its minutiae, are practically driven 
the conclusion that must the product Intelligence; and, far 
know anything, know that intelligence can predicted only per- 
sonal beings. Therefore, our assumption personal God based upon 
previous posteriori investigation many data... Now, having found 
good inductive reason for believing personal, all-wise, all-powerful 
and eternal God, can try out this hypothesis deductively, see whether 
will explain the physical cosmos know al). seems 
hardly necessary point out that empirical philosophers not claim 
find proof wise omnipotent, eternal God nature; indeed, most em- 
piricists have great difficulty finding any God all. our contention 
that the God Christian philosophy the God who has disclosed Himself 
us, and that point that Christian philosophy must begin. 


object also the coherence approach advocated such Christian 
thinkers Carnell, Introduction Christian Apologetics (Grand 
Rapids: Eerdmans, 1948); also his Philosophy the Christian 
Religion (W. Eerdmans, 1952). Although Dr. Carnell has many fine 
things say both these volumes, his apparent basic assumption that 
Christianity can shown the most rational coherent world view 
must questioned. Christianity would appear most incoherent one 
who rejects special revelation; nor can rational argumentation convince 
one the truth revelation. Instead saying the Preface the latter 
coherent religion for the Furthermore, 
should added that (the Christian) did not embrace Christianity be- 
cause found the most coherent all life’s competing options. 
The same general point view found recent book G.H. 
Clark, The Christian View Men and Things (W. Eerdmans, 1952). 
While Dr. Clark recognizes the weakness coherence aid the choice 
between seemingly self-consistent yet incompatible world views yet too 
seems become victim the coherenge fallacy when says that 
one system can provide plausible solutions many problems while anoth- 
leaves too many questions unanswered, one system tends less 
skepticism and gives more meaning life, one world view consis- 
tent while others are self-contradictory, who can deny us, since must 
choose, the right choose the most promising first (34). But 
how this principle put into operation? One person says that na- 
turalism offers the best solution particular set problems; another 
insists that idealism alone deals with them adequately; while third says 
that the Christian world view alone does the job. decide which 
system tends most least skepticism, the naturalist, the idealist, 
the Christian? Who determine which view consistent and which 
self-contradictory? Sidney Hook? Edgar Sheffield Brightman? Gordon 
Clark? The significance specific data always relative some 
world view. 


indebted Professor Stob’s article, Word God and Philos— 
The Word God and the Reformed Faith (Baker Book House, 
1943) for some the suggestions here. 


Edward Carnell, Philosophy the Christian Religion, 183. 


Langmead Casserley, The Christian Philosophy (New York: 
Charles Sons, 1951), 13. 


this point that coherence may have some special value. While 
would impossible demonstrate that the Christian world view the 
most coherent possible per se, may quite possible show that the 
claims the Christian philosophy are more illogical than those some 
contending world views. Its value would more negative than positive 
confirmatory. James Orr, for points out that the modern mind 
has rejected revelation and the same time substitutes for something 
hardly less fantastic. The modern man back the primitive state 
things, and there, that little speck jelly the first dawn life,- 
that humble drop protoplasmic matter buried some oozy slime,- 
bids believe that there lies wrapped up, only waiting for development, 
the promise and potency the whole subsequent evolution life. that 
first germ there lies enfolded latent not only the whole wealth 
vegetable existence, not only the long procession future races and spe- 
cies lower and higher animals, with their bodily powers and mental in- 
stincts, but, addition, the later possibilities humanity; all that has 
now come light human development--the wealth genius, the riches 
civilization, the powers intellect, imagination, and heart, the treas- 
ures human love and goodness, poetry and genius Dante, 
Shakespeare, Milton--the spiritual greatness and holiness Christ 
Himself; all, word, that has ever come out man supposed 
the have been potentially present from the first that 
primitive speck The Christian View God and the World 
(W. Eerdmans, 1948 reprint), 


Casserley, op. cit., 21. 


The following accounts are examples fanaticism religion. Stuart, Va. 
(Sept. 1949, Chicago Tribune). The report was that Mrs. B., mother 
three children, has been discharged from the local hospital where she had 
been brought after she chopped off her left hand the wrist, explaining, 
Lord told Her husband told the authorities that 
happened after his wife had been reading the Bible for two Pal 
mer Rapids, Ont. (Sept. 18, 1948, Chicago Tribune). The account reports 
the evidence submitted the jury inquiring into the death 
Violet was that she walked into the Madawaska River August 
because she wes called the ‘‘Holy Her death took place 
the height religious service her farm home. They said she walked 
into the river after the the end seven 
hours the Her sister Viola who saw Violet her 
death the moonlight, said she went for boat help her, but was 
pushed back the 


For very pertinent discussion this problem, and one which in- 
debted, see Wenham, “The Place Intellect the Christian Faith,” 
Jour. Trans. Vict. Inst., LXXVII (1945), 1-18. 


Warfield, The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia 
Religious Knowledge, 237. 


THE APOLOGETIC THE OLD TESTAMENT: THE BASIS 
BIBLICAL AND CHRISTIAN APOLOGETIC 


Bernard Ramm 
Bethel Seminary 


have many times searched the New Testament find the basis 
Christian theistic system, some hint the structure apolo- 
getic system. That there apologetic element the New Testament 
cannot denied, evidenced such works Scott, The Apologetic 
the New Testament, Heffern, Apology and Polemic the New Testa- 
ment, Macgregor, Studies the History Christian Apologetics: New 
Testament and Post-Apostolic. seemed me, however, that there were 
certain things unstated the New Testament which needed statement. 
The evidential and apologetic element certainly there the Person 
Christ, the supernatural propagation Christianity recorded the 
Book Acts, and the conversion and career Paul. After years 
reflection this problem, suddenly occurred that what was 
assumed the New Testament and nowhere explicitly stated was the rich 
theism the Old Testament. The New Testament presumes the existence 
God and certain his attributes; the doctrine creation and the asso- 
ciated doctrines existence and supreme 
worth the spiritual order; and, the concept God's purposes work 
human history bringing pass the will God, especially the realms 
judgment and salvation. Although true that Christianity makes certain 
significant additions these doctrines and presumptions, nevertheless 
seems that the basic theistic scheme here briefly out- 
lined carried over from the Old Testament the writers the New 
Testament. After all, this should not surprising when realize that 
the bulk the New Testament writers were Jewish. From the religious 
ideas their Jewish culture, and from their reading hearing the Old 
Testament, they would have learned the world view the Old Testa- 
ment. Further, that they believed that Christianity was not denial 
the religion the Old Testament but its fulfilment, they would sympa- 
thetic all eternally valid truth the Old 


This leads our thesis, namely, that the fundamental theistic system 
the Bible laid the Old Testament, and wish formulate 
Biblical theism must start there. Works that have been special help 
working out this thesis are Young, Servants the Prophets; Robinson, 
Inspiration and Revelation the Old Testament; Wright, The Old Testa- 
ment Against its Environment; and, Dawson, The Origin the World 
According Revelation and Science. 


examine the Old Testament find that the entire Old Testament 
world was believing world. The Jews and the surrounding nations be- 
lieved God, gods, and spiritual world. difficult trace the 
history atheism the ancients were not too clear differentiating be- 
tween sceptic, disbeliever the customary gods, and genuine athe- 
ist. For example, both Socrates Greece and the Christians Rome 
were called atheists because, while believing God, they rejected the 
customary ideas the gods. Here and there the Old Testament catch 
means acknowledge, but not really (Gesenius; Brown, 
Driver, Briggs, Lexicon). have the wicked man who does 
not have the Lord his thoughts, and has said his heart, hath 
Psalm 14:1 have the fool who has said his heart 
God.’’ Added these references are the numerous instances 
the Old Testament practical atheism, that is, men who believe that 


God is, but that takes account human affairs, and their creed 
echoed the words Malachi 2:17, ‘‘Where the God 
Atheism, then, represents but tiny rivulet compared the positive reli- 
gious beliefs the great masses people the ancient Old Testament 


such situation the problem the Old Testament prophet was not 
prove the existence God metaphysical epistemological demonstra- 
tion this was not necessary. Everybody already believed some sort 
God, and what accepted both sides not made part argumenta- 
tion. The problem which faced the Old Testament prophet was show 
how the living God could differentiated from the dead gods. The pro- 
phetic language was not much terms true false, existing non- 
existing, being not-being, but terms living dead. For the one 
time are aware that God called the King James Version the true 
God (Jer. 10:10), repeatedly called the living God. Even Jer. 10:10 
also called the living God. Or, put words, God 
who answers fire, Kings 18:24). Wright states it, the 
monotheism not derived from philosophical speculation con- 
cerning the one and the many, but from knowledge power, ex- 
pressed powerful The actually existing God God life, 
God power, God spirit. The false god lifeless, powerless, and 
spiritless. 


The Old Testament proof for theistic system then terms the cri- 


teria used by its writers to differentiate the true and Living God of Israel 


rom e ea and powerless gods 0 e pagans. ese erentiae en 
compose the apologetic of the Old Testament, which we in furn must trans- 


late into our modern apologetic language. think have just said 
the principal burden the following statement Robinson: 


Himself must for ever beyond the reach hu- 
man comprehension, would not God: ‘God great 
and know Him (Job. The only way which 
can know Him His willing entrance into our human 
experience, i.e., some form activity manifestation 
which can know. This one the cardinal truths 
revelation asserted the Old Testament, i.e. that the 
initiative with God. creates that which can reve- 
lation His unseen glory and sacramental bond be- 
tween man and Himself. have kept before three great 
realms which this brought about, viz. Nature, Man, 
and History. Revelation always means appeal some- 
thing drawn from one these three, something which 
both naturaland supernatural, natural product event, 
supernatural its 


THE DIFFERENTIA NATURE, 


Very contrary the notions Pascal, Kierkegaard, and the more ex- 
treme Barthians, the Old Testament has very frank and positive view 
about the relationship Nature and God. Nature one the outstanding 
differentia the Old Testament writers proving that the God Israel 
the living and true God. 


(1) First, God the Creator the heavens and earth. This theme 
constantly mentioned throughout the Old Testament. Conservatively 


Wright, The Old Testament Against its Environment, 39. 
2H. Robinson, Inspiration and Revelation the Old Testament, 
189. 


speaking there are the Old Testament more than hundred references 
creation. You can gather first hand and preliminary idea the em- 
phasis creation scanning what Hitchcock has collected his Analy- 
sis the Holy Bible. Why this emphasis creation? Because the God 
Israel the God power, the God might, and God spirit. Pagan 
gods are powerless and lifeless, and usually are idols carved the hand 
man from the products Nature. Psalm 96:5 read: all the 
gods the peoples are idols; but the Lord made the heavens’’ (RSV). 
Obviously creation here maintained true differentia the true God 
from idols. Jeremiah 10:9-16 very pertinent passage this point 
the argument. Jeremiah mentions that the pagan gods are made 
craftsmen from silver, gold, and expensive cloth. says that 
God the true and living God. Jeremiah told say unto the 
idolaters: gods who did not make the heavens and the earth shall 
perish from the earth and from under the (RSV). Then the 
following verses vivid, graphic picture the God Israel the 
Creator and Ruler But for the idols breathin 
(v. 14, RSV). cannot doubted this passage either that crea- 
tion made prime differentia the true and living God. feel distinct 
loss any Christian apologetic which the 
the Old 


one has choose between carved piece wood gold for his god,or 
that God which made the wood and the craftsman, and the entire heavens 
and earth well and one holding himself responsible some sort 
logic all, must God who Creator. 


(2) God not only the Creator the heavens and the earth, but sus- 
tains them. Here again greatnumber Scriptures could cited proving 
the preservation Creation God. The Old Testament theism avoids 
the pitfalls dualism, for God Creator matter; and the bog pan- 
theism, for God transcendent Nature and separate from it; and the 
bareness deism, for God very active Nature, immanently and 
The true God the God who can keep the proud ocean 
its place; who can guide the stars their courses; who can supply food 
for the young lions, and the bountiful harvests for man. The living God 
sends seed-time and harvest, summer and winter. False gods, the con- 
trary,need food and gifts and bribes and rather than sustaining, 
they need sustenance: Here again only the demented the bigoted the 
hopelessly ignorant could ever prefer God needing food and drink, toa 
God who gives life and sustenance 


(3) God controls This control creation manifest through the 
miraculous. Repeatedly the Psalms make mention the miracle the 
Red Sea, the manifestations Sinai, and attendant miracles prov- 
idence the wilderness wanderings. The false god powerless Na- 
ture. The hills not leap and skip his presence, and the sea does not 
flee when approaches. But the God who holds the powers Nature 
his hands and proves the miraculous the true and living God. 


This manifestation the miraculous also pertains the servants God. 
The true prophets have power given them control Nature. Miracu- 
lous powers were given such prophets Moses, Elijah, and Elisha. 
The true prophet the prophet with divine power, for divine power 
attribute the living God, and therefore the true God. 


(4) God manifests himself through Nature. The wisdom the animal 
indirectly attributed God (Jer. The aesthetic splendor the 
heavens attributed God directly Psalm 19:1. The regularity and 
uniformity Nature--or more Biblical seasons with rain- 


fall and sunshine, the orderliness the heavenly bodies, etc., are mani- 
festations the providence God. Further, have nature-theophanies. 
God speaks Moses burning bush; Job out the whirlwind; 
the israelites out the thunder and lightning and darkness Sinai. 
Nature, rather than being mute and incoherent witness, was the 
Israelites full the manifestations the divine Person, 


relating given deity Nature can tell that Deity the true 
Deity The true Deity the Deity with Nature His side. false 
Deity has power, life, spirit, mind, control over Nature. 
The Deity that can create, sustain, control, and manifest himself through 
Nature the true Deity. The God Israel such God, and therefore 
the true and living God because created Nature, preserves 
Nature, controls Nature, and manifests Himself through 


THE DIFFERENTIA HISTORY 


History the second great differentia the Old Testament appeals. 
the competition among the gods, that god the true God who controls the 
affairs men. The Israelites would never have recognized the god 
deism the God Israel. They would speak Him Elijah spoke 
Baal: aloud, for god; either musing, has gone 
Kings 18:27, RSV). god that cannot take hold human affairs 
god all. Nor would the Israelites have recognized Plato’s god(the Form 
forms) Aristotle’s god (the Eternal Thinker). God life, spirit, 
power God human affairs, and therefore history differentia 
reveal the living God. 


(1) The prophets Israel insist that God controls history. This strong 
all the prophets. see especially Isaiah, Ezekiel, Jeremiah, and 
Daniel. King Nebuchadnezzar had live like animal till recognized 
that Most High rules the kingdom men, and gives whom 
(Dan. 4:25, RSV). Human history goes its way independent the 
pagan gods. Kingdoms rise and fall. False gods are spiritless and power- 
less, but the Living God has spirit and power and can manifest himself 
the affairs The God the Old God History, 
the Lord the Destinies That the true God who guides the 
course history like rock-formations guide the course river. 


(2) Further, God can predict the course history. Isaiah taunts the idol- 
worshippers, and asks them have their gods predict the future (Isa. 41: 
22). Certainly the living God knows the future. your god alive, let 
him speak and anticipate the future fickle human history: But the gods 
the pagans and the idolaters are mute. Eventually the wisemen 
Egypt must turn Joseph, and the wisemen Babylon Daniel, men 
whom the Spirit God. The God Israel alone knows the His 
prophets tell kings before they are born; the fall nations before 
the their enemies has even been formed. When the harbor filled 
with impenetrable fog the pagan prophets and their gods see nothing; 
but the eye the prophet the Lordsees all the harbor were bathed 
sunlight. The prophets can count the stars night whereas the pagan 
prophets and the lying prophets can only see clouds. The God that knows 
the future the true and living God and such God the God Israel. 
Consider the evidence Ezekiel alone. referring the predicted 
course Israel the nations Ezekiel uses the expression (or equiva- 
lent) shall know that the Lord hath said over times. 
some chapters the expression occurs three and four times. 


Jeremiah points out the helplessness the idol. The idolater points 
tree and says are stone and says gave 


birth.” But what happens time trouble? They will cry their gods 
and save Then Jeremiah taunts them, and tells them that 
their gods will not arise and will not save them. (Jer. 2:27-28). The false 
god impotent the affairs men. 


(3) The third way which God uses history differentia through 
This the great theme Moses the early chapters 
Genesis. other nation has had the care, the help, the miracles, the 
providences, the goodness God their midst Israel. This 
great theme Zechariah, for through the providence God the city and, 
the rebuilt, the commonwealth established, and Messiah 
and his salvation shall come. 


Returning Deuteronomy note that Moses makes much the fact 
the uniqueness history. The history Israel unique because 
God has worked through Israel through other nation. The provi- 
dential experiences Israel.are testimonies the electing love and 
grace God, and therefore the reality his existence and being. The 
gods other nations have not guided the destinies these nations 
history has been guided. This the special thesis 
work, The Old Testament Against Its Environment and claims the great 
authority Eichrodt his side. 


The supreme proof for the existence God according the Old Testa- 
ment the self-manifestation God. Typical philosophical proofs yield 
the certainty, clarity, and attested disclosure God. fact, all three 
appeal are but varieties this one supreme proof 
for the existence God. 


(1) notice the divine manifestation through prophetic communication-- 
dreams, visions, theophanies, inspirations. God, speaking and 
through the prophets, manifested Himself addition the message. 
These communications either indicate that the prophet speaking God's 
word that God is. All who are somewhat familiar with the contents 
the Bible can easily run through the hall-ways memory and locate the 
great outstanding examples what are here discussing. 


(2) now need ask ourselves, Upon what grounds could these supra- 
normal experiences taken supernatural? 


(a) Two such proofs are already before us. God's perfect and absolute 
control Nature and History prove that God has manifested Himself 
Israel. The God Nature and the God History God power, 
spirit, and therefore the Living God, the existing God. 


(b) third proof the very quality these disclosures. The prophets 
admit that these experiences are thrust upon them. Moses and Jeremiah 
both wish escape from their prophetic call, offering variety ex- 
cuses, but God does not let them go. Amos affirms that his father was not 
prophet that could not have learned the business from his father; 
nor did Amos the prophets’ school and learn the job professionally. 
vocation was shepherd and gardener. was prophet because 
Lord took from following the flock, and the Lord said me, ‘go, 
prophesy people Israel’ (Amos 7:15, RSV). the contrary the 
foolish prophet has followed his own spirit and has seen nothing. 
prophesies out his own heart (Eze. 13:3, 17). 


Further, these manifestations were remarkable themselves. They were 
awe inspiring, fearful, unusual. They transcend anything the prophet has 


known experiemced. The prophet completely gripped them and 
overcome These manifestations have every hallmark having 
come from God and not 


(c) fourth proof the moral and doctrinal idea God they contain. 
Negatively speaking, there nothing fantastic, absurd, polytheistic, im- 
moral demonic these manifestations. Jeremiah 23, the great 
chapter against the false prophets, are informed that one the char- 
acteristics these false prophets was their immoral sinful lives. This 
unusually important chapter with some very strong language it. 
Positively, the prophetical communication universally admitted 
the highest morally, ethically, and All agree, liberal and con- 
servative alike, that the prophets have universal, ethical, spiritual 


Here see the intersection truth which such powerful witness 
the possession truth. The moral and theological character the self- 
manifestations, and the supernatural character these self-manifesta- 
tions, are would extremely suspicious supernormal 
experiences with immoral content and polytheistic ideas. the Old 
Testament revelation the supernatural character the 
underwritten the moral and theological ideas conveyed. 


IV. THE DIFFERENTIA THE FUTILITY THE 


There constant theme throughout the Old Testament, which while not 
first order logical weight, does have value. This the prophetic 
theme that any other god any other religion than the God and religion 
Israel futile. Pagan gods are idols. They have heart, nor mind, nor 
They are dead, empty cisterns, broken wheels. Whoever turns from 
the God Israel these other gods then turning from hope futility. 


The destruction the view your opponent does not prove your own view 
unless has been established that there are only two possible views 
the matter. But you can destroy the position your opponent you have 
least narrowed the competition. Further, your own case has sur- 
vived onslaught least remains possibility. Therefore the proph- 
ets appeal the futility pagan religions part the proof that only 
John 6:68, replied Simon Peter, whom shall go? Your 
teachings tell eternal (Weymouth). 


Our thesis has been that the New Testament apologetic essentially 
apologetic the truthfulness the Christian religion, and consequently 
presumes the theistic system the Old Testament. Therefore, for the 
establishment Biblical, theistic system, must return the Old 
Here find rich theism. God Creator, Preserver, Pro- 
vider. the World-ground morality, ethics, rightequsness and re- 
demption. the Personal God religious experience. 


The prophets appeal various differentiae prove that their God the 
living and true God. Through the media Nature, History, and divine 
disclosure, God proves that has power, life, knowledge, and spirit. 
This, then, involves his existence. This take the basis and point 
departure both Biblical and Christian theism. 


CAN MORAL EDUCATION GROUNDED NATURALISM 


Gordon Clark 
Butler University 


Among moral prescriptions common opinion would include the sixth, sev- 
enth, and eighth the Ten Commandments. Thou shalt not kill, thou shalt 
not commit adultery, and thou shalt not steal, have usually been regarded 
important moral laws. orthodox Christian orthodox Jew can 
sincerely and consistently inculcate these laws because believes them 
the laws God. They are right because God has commanded 
And they are laws because God imposes penalties for their transgression. 
Thus moral education can consistently grounded Biblical religion. 


Humanism, atheism obviously does not have this ground for 
morality, nor does uniformly accept these laws. Professor Edwin 
Burtt, himself humanist, both editions his Types Religious Phil- 
osophy, indicates the repudiation Biblical morality reporting that the 
more radical humanists regard ‘‘sex essentially harmless pleasure 
which should regulated only personal taste and Sim- 
ilarly the political radicalism many naturalists attacking private 
property and advocating confiscatory taxation and the redistribution 
wealth thinly disguised defense legalized theft. And not diffi- 
cult identify godless governments which make constant use murder. 
Naturalism therefore seems consistent with repudiation the Ten 


doubt many humanists America disapprove the brutality and mur- 
der inherent communism. Some may even have kind word for private 
property. And some would not condone adultery. But the problem that 
naturalism must face this: Can empirical philosophy, philosophy 
that repudiates revelation, instrumentalist descriptive philosophy 
provide ground not say for the Ten Commandments but for 
any moral prescriptions whatever? the humanists’ arguments that 
place sexual relations the sphere purely personal preference also 
imply that all the choices life are equally matter private taste 


The empirical method axiology can only begin with the discovery ex- 
perience so-called Art and friendship, health and material 
comfort, are frequently identified. The precise identification, however, 
not the crucial point. These so-called values are all descriptive facts. 
Burtt discovers his experience preference for art and friendship. 
Someone else may not value art all. Similarly, personal preference 
varies between monogamy and adultery. And Stalin shows preference 
for murder. Gardner Williams the University Toledo, his vol- 
ume, Humanistic Ethics (p. 6), says, ‘‘Selfish ambition, the will 
power, when successiul, intrinsically Thus murder, 
much friendship, value because has been discovered value 
experience. How then can theory which restricts itself descriptive 
facts provide grounds for normative prescriptions? the premise 
argument the descriptive fact that someone likes something, what 
logic could one arrive the conclusion that other people ought like*the 
same thing? Any syllogism with normative conclusion requires nor- 
mative premise. 


Some naturalists, perhaps most naturalists today, attempt avoid this 
patent fallacy speaking obligation social demand. Instead de- 
pending Almighty God impose sanctions, these naturalists depend 
society. However, the attempt base morality society not only fails 


avoid the fallacy but faces other difficulties well. the first place, 
morality demand society, one must indicate which society. 
the demand the family, the church, the nation, all humanity? 
hardly all humanity, for two reasons. There are demands which are 
clearly demands humanity. Humanity, speaks all, speaks such 
indistinct and ambiguous language that specific obligation can 
proved. And second, society take the place God the source 
sanctions, then obviously humanity cannot the basis obligation, for 
humanity imposes sanctions. Therefore ethical theory based 
social demand must appeal family, church, nation, these three 
the nation most able impose sanctions. Hense morality becomes 
loyalty the State, and murder, adultery, and theft become moral obliga- 
tions when Nazism, Fascism, and Communism demand them. 


the next place, this appeal society itself without basis. Where 
the argument establish obligation any society? may 
prudent act avoid penalties, but even the most totalitarian 
state not totally efficient. When possible therefore, disobedience 
social custom even attempt overthrow the State may justified. 
any case, man may commit suicide. How can any society obligate 
individual continue living? Dr. Jerome Nathanson, executive secretary 
the Ethical Culture Society, seeing that not everyone will converted 
Christianity, asks orthodox Christians submerge their faith and co- 
operate moral enterprise salvage the world fromits present plight. 
Whether one believes God not, still must and try make 
the world fit place which live. This appeal grossly begs the ques- 
tion. Indeed contains obviously false statement. not true that 
must and try improve the world. not have goon. 
can quit the world. here that Dr. Nathanson shuts his eyes the 
problem. life worth-while there God? thinks so, but hu- 
manism seems have argument support this belief. The question 
reappears, namely, God banished, how can society obligate anyone 
keep living? This question seems unanswerable, and instead Chris- 
tians being too polite ask embarrassing questions, they should repeat 
this one insistently. Further, even person does not commit suicide, 
but prefers live, how can society obligate him sacrifice his ease for 
the improvement the world? naturalism can better than call 
such people social sponges and other derogatory names, W.H. Kilpat- 
rick has abandoned rational argument and can provide basis for 
moral education. 


spite the ethical speculation the last hundred years, the best at- 
tempt base ethics empiricism, social demands, individual goods, and 
all without benefit revelation, still Bentham's utilitarianism. Ben- 
tham thought that all men universally desire pleasure. This assertion 
single common end supposedly puts all men under common obligation. 
this general basis the right and wrong specific instances de- 
termined calculating consequences. Murder, adultery, and theft would 
presumably means pain, and thus moral education would possible. 


Unfortunately for naturalism all such attempts are failures because there 
empirical knowledge sufficient brand murder wrong and private 
property right. Any empirical calculation foster the good life all 
persons affected one’s conduct Even were true 
that murder and theft frequently result pain the perpetrator, 
clear that this not universally true. Hitler may have suffered for his 
murders and confiscations; but Stalin lived ripe old age, enjoying 
the almost perfect fruition his vengeful plans. Few adherents Bibli- 
cal morality can boast such empirical success. Indeed, even the 
case Hitler, his final catastrophe included, what purely naturalistic 


argument could show that his life was not better than the lives the six 
million Jews murdered? enjoyed excitement, wealth, and power for 
several years, and suffered only few moments. not this better life 
than that his pitiful victims? Unless there Almighty God im- 
pose inescapable penalties transgressors, why should not praise the 
rich, full, stimulating, dangerous life dictator 


Any theory therefore which denies divine sanctions for violation divine 
law not only fails condemn murder, adultery, and theft, but addition 
fails establish any universal common distinction between right and 
wrong. Naturalism therefore cannot serve ground for Christian mor- 
als, not can serve ground even for the inculcation the personal 
preferences its exponents. empirical, descriptive philosophy, one 
may find the verb is; but the verb ought has logical standing. 


Notices 


The Evangelical Theological Society, 1956, went record favoring 
institutional support for representation E.T.S. meetings. Should any 
member the Society request that the administration his institution 
notified this action, the E.T.S. secretary will happy so. 


Executive Committee E.T.S. will meet 10:30 a.m., Tuesday, Dec. 30, 
1958, the Nyack Missionary College. 


Dr. Leon Morris, well known evangelical writer, scholar, and teacher 
Ridley College, Victoria, Australia, plans the United States during 
the year 1960 and would welcome speaking opportunities the institutions 
represented 


E.T.S. directory, Vol. planned for issuance the first next year. 
that the listings may date and the form desired, would all 
those associated with E.T.S. kindly indicate any changes corrections 
the form below and clip and return the secretary Dec. 10,1958. 
there are changes corrections, please disregard this notice. 
Thank you. 


Barton Payne, Sec., ETS 


1726 Berteau Ave. 
Chicago 13, 


Change address from that which this Bulletin 

Changes status from that which listed the 1957 directory and I958 
supplement; or, new member, from that which application form: 
Higher degree(s) received: 

Changes position and/or institution: 

field major interest: 


Books Published: Title Publisher Date 


Name: 


12:00 Lunch 


1:00 


1:30 


2:00 


2:35 


3:45 


6:00 


Tuesday, December 30 
Simpson Hall 


TUESDAY AFTERNOON SESSION 


Call to Order Pardington Hall 
President - Warren C. Young 
Devotional Service 


Greetings Dr. H. W. Boon 
President, Nyack Missionary College 
‘‘The Imminent Appearing of Christ"’ 
J. Barton Payne 
Trinity Theological Seminary 
“‘Rudolf Bultmann's Concept of Myth"’ 
Jerome Ficek 
Trinity TheologicalSeminary 
Louisville, Kentucky 
(Two Sections) 
“*An Excursion with Ginomai"' Room 8 
Claude A. Ries 
Houghton College 
“‘New Light on the Fall of Man"' Room 20 
William T, Bruner 
(Two Sections) 
**Communism and Religion in 
the United States"’ Room 8 
James D. Bales 
Harding College 
**The Coptic Gnostic Texts from 
Nag Hammudi"’ Room 20 
Andrew Helmbold 
Palatinate Reformed Church - Philadelphia 


Business Session 
Executive Reports 


President Warren C, Young 
Secretary J. Barton Payne 
Treasurer Delbert R. Rose 


Auditor's Report 
Committee Reports 
Membership J. Barton Payne 
Program and Arrangements 
Gilbert H. Johnson 
Election of Nominating Committee 
New Business 


TUESDAY EVENING SESSION 


Fellowship Banquet Simpson Hall 
V. Pres. Gilbert H. Johnson, Moderator 
Devotional Period 


Presidential Address Warren C, Young 
Northern Baptist Theological Seminary 
‘“‘Whither Evangelicalism?"’ 


Evening Meeting Pardington Hall 
Illustrated Lecture; ‘Literacy, 

Literature and Translation"’ 

Dr. William A, Smalley 

Associate Secretary for Translations 

American Bible Society 


Program 
Evangelical Theological Society 
December 30, 31, 1958 
Nyack Missionary College, Nyack, N. Y. 


Wednesday, December 31 


7:45 Breakfast : Simpson Hall 
WEDNESDAY MORNING SESSION 

8:45 Devotional Service Pardington Hall 

9:00 Panel Discussion 

‘‘The Early Chapters of Genesis"’ 

Moderator: Edward J. Young 

Westminster Theological Seminary 

Panelists: Charles F. Pfeiffer 

Moody Bible Institute 

Robert D. Culver 

Wheaton College 

G. Douglas Young 

Trinity Seminary 

Martin J. Wyngaarden 

Calvin Seminary 

12:00 Lunch Simpson Hall 


1:00 


3:45 


WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON SESSION 


Business Session Pardington Hall 
Reports of Regional Sections 


Eastern Lloyd A. Kalland 
Southern Alfred A. Cierpke 
Mid-Western R, Laird Harris 


Far-Western 
Committee Reports 


Eddie Sivertsen 


Necrology 

Editorial - Steven Barabas 
and Neil A, Winegarden 

Nominating 


New Business 
Report of Resolutions Committee 


**Moses Amyraldus and His Hypothetical 
Universalism" (Moise Amyraut) 
Roger Nicole 
Gordon Divinity School 
‘Justification and Regeneration in the 
Theology of John Witherspoon"’ 
Wayne Witte 

‘*The Soteriology of Karl Barth"’ 
F. H. Klooster 
Calvin Seminary 


Closing Devotional Service 


Adjournment 


OFFICERS 


President 


Vice-President 


S., 1958 
Secretary 


Warren Young, Gilbert Barton Payne,Th.D. 


Northern Bap. Th. Sem 
3040 Washington 


pland Drive, 
Chicago 12, 


Nyack, 
Treasurer Editor 
Rose, Ph.D. 
Asbury Theol. Sem. 


307 Walnut St. 
Wilmore, Ky. 


Wheaton College, 
Wheaton, Illinois 


Nyack Missionary Col. 


Steven Barabas, 


Trinity Theol. Sem. 
1726 Berteau Ave 
Chicago 13, 


Managing Editor 


Neil Winegarden,Th.D. 
Wheaton College, 
Wheaton, Illinois 


National Committees 


Executive 
(Members large) 


Martin Wyngaarden, Th.D. 
George Ladd, Ph.D. 
James Bales, Ph.D. 
Ralph Earle, Th.D. 


Editorial 


Steven Barabas, Th.D. 

Laird Harris, Ph.D. 
Edward Young, Ph.D. 
George Salstrang, Th.D. 
Kenneth Ph.D. 


Program and Arrangements 


Gilbert Johnson, B.D. 
Burton Goddard, Th.D. 
John Whitcome Jr., Th.D. 


Membership 


Barton Payne, Th.D. 

Gordon Brown, M.A. 
Harold Lindsell, Ph.D. 
Vernon Grounds, D.D. 
George Johnson, Th.D. 


Section Chairmen 


Eastern 


Lloyd Kalland, Th.D. 

Gordon Divinity School 
Box 

Beverly Farms, Mass. 


Laird Harris, Ph.D. 
Covenant College and Seminary 
Box 143, Clayton, 

St. Louis Mo. 


Southern 


Alfred Cierpke, Th.D. 
Temple Baptist Theolog. Sem. 
1309 Duncan Ave., 
Chattanooga Tenn. 


Far-Western 


Eddie Sivertsen, Th.D. 
California Baptist Theol. Sem. 
Seminary Knolls, 

Covina, California 


Kindly address communications follows: 


Membership and general communications, the secretary. 
Dues and doctrinal affirmations and back-orders publications, the 


treasurer. 


Editorial policy and procedure, the editor. 


the managing editor. 


Regional communications, the respective section chairmen. 


. 


limited number the following publications are still available: 


ld b al . i 109 
Monograph #1, Paul 


(The above are cloth printed 


Orders should the proper remittance and the 
treagurer: 


Wilmore, Ky. 


*Prices are-those for members, and student 
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